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Sudden sit-in 
stops ’em dead 

faculty cancels meeting 

By ED NORMAN and SUE MAYSE 

University of Victoria students forced cancella- 
tion of a closed faculty of Arts and Science meeting 
Tuesday in a demand that the meeting be ueclared 
open. 

More than 200 students arrived for the meeting 
in an Elliot building lecture theatre at 12:30, in- 
vaded the room before faculty members arrived, and 
refused to leave until the meeting was declared 
open. 

Faculty members, who arrived in force at 12:45, 
showed some surprise, but most sat down at ran- 
dom among students. 

Dr. Jean-Paul Vinay. acting dean of arts and 
science and chairman of the meeting, asked the 
students to leave. 

“There seem to be some very young members of 
the faculty in the room. Would they please leave so 
we can conduct our business,” Dr. Vinay requested. 

TEXTBOOK DEFINITIONS 

He defined a faculty member as laid down by the 
university senate and repeated his demand twice 
before declaring the meeting cancelled. 

Representative assembly member Jeff Green 
told Dr. Vinay : 

“We are here so that we can decide on things 
that are relevant to our lives at the university. We 
don’t want any of your power.” 

When Dr. Vinay cancelled the session, all but 
10 faculty members silently filed from the room. 

The meeting was to have discussed the following 
points ; 

• That students only be allowed to drop courses, 
on appeal to the registrar, for reasons of illness, 
domestic affliction, or necessary employment. 

• That students be permitted to drop not more 
than one course after Christmas and before March 
1, providing the course is not a compulsory one on 
the student’s program. 

Students were informed of the meeting and its 
subject by poster leaflets distributed at key points 
on the campus one hour before the meeting. 

irs ABOUT TIME 

“This is a closed meeting and students are not 
allowed to go. But students are going because they 
think it’s about time they had a say in the decisions 
affecting their environment,” the leaflet said. 

Under a headline 12 :30 — It’s Happening Now, 
the leaflet ran a picture of a student sit-in to pro- 
test firing of teachers two years ago and a picture 
of Ronald Jeffels, Dean of Colleges and Student 
Affairs. 

At the meeting, after the cancellation, John 
Graff of the philosophy department proposed that 
students hold a meeting of their own to discuss the 
relevant issues. 

He was supported by Dick Martin, also of the 
philosophy department, and Dr. Brian Farrell, head 
of the geography department. 

“There are a hell of a lot of faculty who would 
like to see changes,” Dr. Farrell said. 

He warned the students and the remaining facul- 
ty members against “putting people in boxes”. 

“Okay, so I’m head of a department — that 
doesn’t mean I’m completely reactionary or a com- 
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plete conservative. First of all I’m a human being, 
so are all of us, both sides need to gain more 
understanding of each other.” 

“Yeah, but one group just left,” said Martin. 

Fourth-year arts student Jeff Green claimed the 
student move in attending the meeting v;as a “most 
reasonable request”. 


SIT-IN NOT RADICAL 

“It’s not radical at all,” he said. 

Green went on to call for parity on administra- 
tive committees. 

“Parity doesn’t give the students power, it just 
creates an equal balance.” 

“Hell, we’re the majority in this place. We’re 
what it’s all about. If we all went home there’d be 
no university,” he said. 

A faculty member suggested that students are 
participating in the decision-making of the univer- 
sity with their presence on committees. 

“Because the departments are so pov/erful here, 
and because they have so much authority the organ- 
ization has to be at a departmental level,” Green 
said. 

“We need departmental unions of students. You 
can’t change a system by using the machinery of 
that system.” 


Students will attempt to unionize the English 
department at a meeting tonight at 8 p.m. in 
the SUB upper lounge. 

Fourth-year arts student Jeff Green said the 
move is designed as the first step in a plan to 
achieve student-faculty parity at the depart- 
mental level. 

He said the English department is in the most 
need of such unionization. 

“Three years ago we had, in our English 


department, the best nucleus of faculty in the 
country,” Green said, 

“But it has been getting worse all the time.” 

“Since then people have been denied tenure, 
had their contracts non-renewed and other good 
people are just drifting away,” Green said. 

“Maybe we can stop that sort of thing.” 

He called on all students taking English 
courses to attend the meeting. 


Student blitz 
outjlanks dean 

but cards . . . go on I 


By STEVE HUME 

It was a highly symbolic confrontation. 

Dean Robert T. Wallace, acting president of 
Uvic, blocked the doorway to the Elliot building’s 
lecture theatre. 

He stood by himself, face to face with student 
Jeff Green and 200 others who arrived at 12:30 to 
demand the faculty meeting of Arts and Science be 
opened to the student body. 

Dean Wallace objected to student attendance on 
grounds it would jeopardize work recently done by 
committees struck to recommend changes in the 
university— work being deliberated on, he said, 
even while the protest took place. 

“There are some things,” replied Green, “that 
can’t wait for deliberation.” and while Dean Wallace 
stood his administrative ground students suddenly 
back-tracked — but only to pour into the lecture 
theatre by another entrance. 

Faculty members arrived 15 minutes later and 
took their places among the attending students. 

Some registered surprise, some left quietly, but 
most sat and waited for the meeting to convene. 

Out in the hall, despite the milling crowd of 
people moving into the lecture theatre, other stu- 
dents continued to read their books — unperturbed 
by the agitation or the “action” posters that magic- 
ally covered walls. 

SARCASTIC SNIFFS 

A card game in. the foyer of the theatre wing 
continued its enthusiastic progress, registering 
faint disapproval in the form of raised eyebrows 
and sarcastic sniffs, but someone cried “trump” and 
attention was riveted once more on the cards. 

An hour later, after the faculty meeting had been 
cancelled, the activity had increased to two games 
and a blonde. 

When chairman of the meeting Dr. Jean-Paul 
Vinay, also acting dean of Arts and Science, en- 
tered the theatre to convene the meeting he showed 
no surprise. 

“My, there seem to be some very young faculty 
here,” was his only comment before informing 
students the meeting was closed to all but faculty 
members. 

He told the students that by senate definition 
they did not qualify to attend the meeting. After 
asking the unwelcome visitors to leave three times, 
Dr. Vinay cancelled the meeting. 

The move drew scattered applause from faculty 
members as all but 10 of them quietly filed out of 
the lecture theatre. 

“I think they’re having a sit-out,” one student 
cracked as the professors silently withdrew. 

Students, and the faculty remaining decided 
instead to hold a meeting of their own at the sug- 
gestion of the philosophy department’s John Graff. 

They did. And it lasted three hours as ideas 
and proposals were kicked back and forth. 

There was a proposal from Graff for the estab- 
lishment of a department of Free Studies designed 
to operate on a credit basis, allowing students to 
pick and choose their courses on a non-restrictive 
program. 

BOYCOTT SUGGESTED 

There was a proposal from student Ken Carnes 
that people unwillingly taking compulsory foreign 
language courses boycott the classes on a given day 
next week. 

There was a discussion of the problem of eval- 
uating students in courses, led by Dick Martin of 
the philosophy department. 

And there was proposals for the formation of 
departmental unions of students from Green. 

“What a mind-blower,” Green said following the 
meeting. “Now we know where the administration 
is really at.” 

He said students intend to force cancellation of 
every meeting called by the arts and science faculty 
until they are declared open to students. 
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Faculty cool following shutdown 


By DAPHNE MOUAT 
and MARLENE ALMOND 

Faculty reaction to the forced cancellation 
of an Arts and Science meeting by students 
ranged from frigid “no comment” to support 
for the student cause Tuesday. 

students can’t attend 

Dean Robert T. Wallace, acting president 
of the university, said members of the Arts and 
Science faculty are defined by the senate, and 
definition doesn’t include students, and students 
cannot attend faculty meetings. 

“Since students specifically do not fall in 
this category they definitely cannot attend the 
meetings according to the regulations and I 
intend to stick by the regulations,” Dean 
Wallace said. 

He said he didn’t even know what was on 
the agenda for the scheduled meeting himself, 
and questioned the motives of the students’ 
move to open Tuesday’s meeting to challenge 
specific items on the agenda. 

Dr. Edgar Efrat of the political science 
department said immediately after the cancella- 
tion of the meeting that students are not quali- 
fied to set up standards in certain fields. 

Student Ian McKinnon, third year political 
science, said Dr. Efrat was “maintaining a 
straddled defence with both ears on the 
ground.” 


no comment at all 

A terse, “Oh, no — I have not comment 
at all,” came from Sydney Pettit, professor and 
head of the history department. 

His statement was paralleled by registrar 
Ron Ferry. 

“No comment. There’s nothing else I can 
say,” Ferry said. 

But he added; "I think the students were 
certainly well attended. I found it strange that 
they refused to sit in the front rows of seats, 
just as usual.” 

Dr. Gordon Bertram, chairman of the de- 
partment of economics, was more willing to 
commit himself. 

“I think the students should have waited 
until the committees implemented had a chance 
to produce some results.” 

"This kind of thing just alienates some 
people unnecessarily,” }ie said. 

pretty good stuff 

Dr. Bertram said he had recently examined 
findings and recommendations of working com- 
mittees and it appeared “pretty good stuff.” 

“Besides, these were not elected represen- 
tatives of the student body so they’re really 
acting unilaterally,” said Dr. Bertram. 

Neil Swainson of the political science de- 


partment was more blunt 

"My impression of the whole affair is 
highly negative,” Swainson said. 

“I think it was a completely irrational act 
on the part of the students.” 

confrontation politics 

Chairman of the department of Classics, 
Dr. Peter Smith, supported the students’ aims 
but disagreed with their methods. 

He said he is in favour of open meetings 
but dislikes “confrontation politics.” 

Many of^the faculty were on the defensive 
because the planned attendance of students at 
the closed meeting was not generally known 
until shortly before the Arts and Science mem- 
bers came together. 

Such confrontations can get some people’s 
backs up,” he said. 

But he said the cancellation of the meeting 
probably did not harm student-faculty relations 
because most of the teachers thought the pro- 
test “fizzled.” 

Dr. Smith said he was encouraged by re- 
ports that other faculty members stayed to 
speak with students. 

“Since the confrontation brought about a 
productive meeting between students and fac- 
ulty, perhaps it was justified,” he said. 


sympathy . 


. . . and blame 


Students read the protest 


Guest editorial 

by Justus Havelaar 


By BOB MI'TCHELL 

When Dr. Jean-Paul Vinay, acting dean 
of Arts and Science, refused to open the 
faculty meeting Tuesday, most of the teach- 
ers left. 

Remaining behind with the 10 faculty 
members who stayed were more than 200 
students. 

Generally they weren’t too perturbed by 
the dean’s decision. 

“He was obviously angry,” said one girl 
in 2nd-year arts, “But I don’t think he was 
right to walk out like that.” 

Graham Ross-Smith, 4th-year arts, said 
the dean was “theoretically justified” in re- 
fusing to open the meeting. 

“I would like to have seen him stand up 
to the confrontation,” he said. 

“Secretly a lot of faculty members 
wanted to see something happen.” 

bunch of bureaucrats 

“They’re a bunch of old bureaucrats,” 
was 3rd-year arts students Kees Roodbol’s 
reaction to the walkout. 

John MacConnachie, 3rd arts, felt Dean 
Vinay had taken the easy way out in calling 
off the meeting. 

“The guy had an easy cop-out,” he said, 
“because the senate regulation says the meet- 
ing has to be closed.” 

He said many of the professors were 
bitter about the student sit-in: 

“What surprised me was when the profs 
were walking out some of them were really 
angry that the students had the temerity to 
do this.” 


“Why do we need an administration? We 
should have faculty and students running 
the university. 

“That’s the way it is in Europe — why 
can’t it be that way here?" 

Publications director Ian McKinnon pre- 
dicted the sit-in would win the “massive” 
support of the representative assembly. He 
pointed out several “moderate” and “con- 
servative” representatives present at the 
meeting. 

height of rudeness 

Many students didn’t know the sit-in 
had taken place, but when they were inform- 
ed of the move, their reactions varied from 
indignance to luke-warm support. 

“The height of rudeness” was how Ali- 
son Minguy, 4th-year honours botany, termed 
the confrontation tactic. 

She felt students should give senate 
sub-committees more time to consider stu- 
dent proposals. They should only resort to 
more dramatic methods “if all else fails," 
she added. 

“I think the move to organize a sit-in 
was primarily rude,” said Art Schwartz, a 
4th-year science student. He said he was 
"slightly sympathetic” with students who 
wanted to abolish compulsory courses in 
English and a foreign language. 

Kent Anders, Ist-year science, said he 
would have gone to the sit-in, but he had 
“a few things to do.” 

“It’s a good idea because we’re the ones 
who are going here — we should know what’s 
going on,” he said. 


The students sit in, and the faculty walks out. 

The real question still does not arise: Why must any 
meeting of the university be closed to students? Yet this 
is the question that needs to be asked. 

This is assuming, as we do, that students are what this 
university is all about. 

The issue became especially clear in Tuesday’s meeting 
of the faculty of arts and sciences, attended by over 200 
people, most of them students. As was pointed out, there is 
a committee sitting at present which has been instructed 
to look into the question of open meetings at all levels of the 
university. 

That committee will sit for months yet, and their 
recommendations must go through proper channels and 
if any change comes, it will clearly not come for years. 

Yet Tuesday’s meeting was to make decisions concern- 
ing students, and students were excluded from it. 

Committees may possibly solve our problems on a long- 
term basis, and for that reason we would be unwise to dis- 
pense with them entirely. 

But change is needed now. And if the only way to open 
meetings at present is to sit in, then it makes sense to do 
just that — before our Loving Administration closes all the 
doors, while the committees debate. 


must take action 

The majority of students who sat in on 
the faculty meeting strongly supported the 
sit-in and the concept of open meetings. 

“The students are going to have to take 
action,” said Janet Muir, arts 1. 

“When people see they intend to take 
action .then they’ll realize they mean what 
they say.” 

“This is direct action,” said Ist-year 
student Mary Bigelow, “and the committees 
are kind of round-about.” 

“I really don’t know what it’s all about,” 
said a 3rd-year honours math student, “I just 
want to find out what’s going on.” 

Arnie Linstrom, a non-student, felt the 
liit-in was a more effective method of regis- 
tering opinion than the sub-committee struc- 
; ure. 

“If you go to the sub-committees, you can 
-nly do things the way they want,” he said. 

“I’d like to see rn entire change in the 
university set-up. It’s a really crummy deal, 
lonsidering we’re the ones who go here. 


Rewarding discussion follows gatecrashing 


Gate-crashing the arts and sciences faculty 
meeting turned out to be an educational venture 
for some students Tuesday. 

Following the departure of the majority of 
faculty members, the remaining students and pro- 
fessors discussed creation of a department of free 
‘studies. 

An organizational meeting of that department 
was to be held today at 11:30 am. 

The meeting was then turned into an open 
meeting of the evaluation committee of sub-com- 
mittee C of Academic Planning. 

Chairman of that group. Dr. George Mackie, 
of the biology department, asked Dick Martin of 
the philosophy department to speak about his ex- 
perience with self-evaluation in his courses. 

Martin said once students get over their hang- 
up of competing for extrinsic rewards (grades). 


they feel free to take a real interest in philosophy. 

He said he is in favour of the pass-fail system 
because grades are not an adequate assessment of 
achievement. (Under the pass-fail system, stu- 
dents would receive either a pass of a fail, with 
no grades awarded). 

Dr. Tom Algard of the biology department 
said he had told a group of senior students earlier 
this term they would all receive an A for a final 
mark. 

They are now working so enthusiastically, 
he said, that he may have to ask them to slow 
down and give more attention to their grade-ori- 
ented courses. 

“If we had a pass-fail system, I feel their 
attitudes towards the course would be the same 
as they are now if I had told them they would all 
pass,” he said. 




